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The undermentioned Gazettes of India Extraordinary were published up to the 2ist March, 
1966: — 


Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


65 S.O. 858, dated xjth 
March, 1966. 


Ministry of Law Declaration that Shri Jagannath pra- 
sad, 123, North Avenue, New 
Delhi has been duly elected by the 
elected members of the Rajasthan 
Legislative Assembly in the coun- 
cil of States. 


66 

S.O. 859, dated 17th 

Delimitation Com- 

Corrigendum to S.O. 494, dated 
14th February, 1966. 


February, 1966. 

mission. 

67 

S.O. 860, dated 18th 

Ministry of Informa- 

Approval of the films as specified 
therein. 


March, 1966. 

tion and Broadcast- 
ing. 

68 

S.O. 861, dated 21st ' 

Ministry of Mines 

Regarding lands measuring 528.00 


March, 1966. 

and Metals. 

acres (approximately) or 213-84 
hectares (approximately) described 
in Schedule ‘A’ appended therein. 


etc. 


( 893 ) 
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No. and Date 


Issued by 


>. 862 , dated 2 ist 
fetich, 1966 . 


Ministry of Com- To notify that rubber hot water 
merce. bottles (bags) shall be subject to 

inspection prior to export. 


ott arewnw mnif qft jppnri. difHf, 4 ftm 

ifnw mr ampA i ntwr $ dnr r-f iRfd 1 4 srrft jjH stf mtfw d 

10 f»Fr 4 *frrr ^ miWi 

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
Indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi Indents should be 
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue of 
these Gazettes. 


^Tx»T II — 3 — TT3 f<r* (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(rft tfsmur «rt n)fWT) mtgt rtrtr % t faiwqf sift Gfa torpt ^ Bhyvn 
4 ifW rnrywnl' urn 5nVi f«w3 artV i 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


ELECTION COMMISSION, INDIA 

New Delhi, the 23 rd March 1900 

S.O. 983. — In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-section ( 6 ) of section 110 A of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission hereby publishes 
the decision of the High Court of Judicature at Patna given on the bid March, 
I960, on an appeal from the order dated the 31st May, 1965, of the Election Tribu- 
nal, Patna. 

Election Appeal No. 3 of 1965 

From a decision of Mr, C. P. Sinha, Member, Election Tribunal, Patna, dated 
the 31st May, 1905. 

Rajendra Prasad Jain. — Appellant. 

Versus 

Sheel Bhadra Yajee and others. — Respondents. 

For the appellant.— Messrs, Nageshwar Prasad, J. C. Sinha, Nagendra Kumar 
Roy and Dip Narain Lai. 

For the respondents —Messrs, Kanliaiya Prasad Verma, Kamla Kant Prasad 
and Jugeshwar Prasad Singh. 


Posent: 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice U. N. Sinha 

The 3rd March, 1966. 

U. N. Sinha, J. — This appeal has been placed before me under Clause 28 of the 
Letters Patent of this Court, for hearing upon the points of difference between 
two learned Judges of this Court, namely, Mahapatra and Ramratna Singh, JJ. By 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : APRIL % 1968/CHAITRA 12 , 1888 


8 95 


Sec. S(ii)j 


their judgements dated the 23rd December, 1686, they have differed on two points, 
which have been mentioned in the ordersheet thus: — ‘ 

“The difference that has arisen between us. according to the judgment 
delivered now, is about the reliability or /and sufficiency of the evid- 
ence on the record in regard to the allegation of the offer of bribe by 
Ch Shah Mustaque Ahmad and Sri Ham Naraiti 


2. The appellant, Shri Hajendra Prasad Jain, was elected to the Parliament 

(Rajya Sabha) from the constituency of the Bihar Legislative Assembly, in 1964 
against which election a petition was presented before the Election Commission 
by one of the unsuccessful candidates, Sri Sheel Bhadra Yajee, who is respondent 
No. 1 in this appeal, Sri Yajee had asked for the e'ection of Sri Jain to be declar- 
ed void, and Sri Yajee had also asked for a declaration to the effect that he had 

been duly elected, Sri Jain had tiled a recriminatory petition against Sri Yajee 
Both the petitions were heard together by the Election Tribunal, and by judgment 
and order dated the 31st May, 1965, it was held that come of the corrupt practices 
alleged against Sri Jain had been proved. With respect to the recriminatory 
petition, none of the allegations were held to have been established. In the re- 
sult, the election of Sri Jain was declared to be void; but the Tribunal re- 

fused to declare Sri Yajee to have been duly elected. 

3. The appeal filed in this Court by Sri Jain under section 116A of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act. 1051 /Act XLIII of 19511 was placed for hearing before 
a Division Bench of this Court consisting of Mahapatra and Ramratna Singh, JJ., 
and ail the points decided against the appellant were hontested and the learnod 
Judges have decided these points by two separate judgments. As indicated above, 
the learned Judges have differed on two points, mentioned in their order. 

4. Two preliminary objections have been taken by Sri Kanhaiya Prasad Verm a, 
appearing for Sri Yajee. The first is to the effect that Clause 28 of the Letters 
Patent of this Court does not apply to this appeal fl'ed under the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and, therefore, section 90 of the Code of Civil Procedure 
applies. It is argued that if Clause 28 does not apply, then, the judgment Bnd 
order of the Tribunal must be affirmed under section §8(21 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure, as the learned Judges have not differed in their opinion on a point of 
law. The effect of section 98(3) of the Code of Civil Procedure is met by the 
learned counsel on the words of Clause 28 of the Letters Patent, which clause runs 
thus; — 


"And we do hereby declare that any function which is hereby directed to 
be performed by the High Court of Judicature at Patna, in the ex- 
ercise of its original or appellate jurisdiction, may be performed by 
any Judge, or by any Division Court, thereof, appointed or constitut- 
ed. for such purpose in pursuance of section one hundred and eight of 
the Government of India Act, 1915; and if such Division Court is com- 
posed of two or more Judges and the Judges are divided in opinion 
as to the decision to he given on any point, such point, shall be de- 
cided according to the opinion of the majority of the Judges, if there 
be a majority, but, if the Judges be equally divided, they shall state 
the point upon which they differ and the case shall then be he.vd 
upon that point by one or more of the other Judges and the point 
shall be decided according to the opinion of the majority of the 
Judges who have heard the case including those who first beard it.’’. 

It is argued by learned counsel that Clause 28 applies to the appellate jursdic- 
tion of this Court, directed to be performed by the Letters Patent and not by any 
other Act such as the Representation of the PeopY Act, 1951 (Act XLIII of 1951). 
It Is urged that this appeal is not being heard in the appellate jurisdiction direct- 
ed to be performed bv the Letters Patent of this Court and, therefore, Clause 28 
does not applv. Having heard learned counsel for the parties. I am of the 
opinion that this contention advanced by Sri Verma must fail. The decision of 
their Lordships of the Supreme Court, in the case of South Asia Industries <P.) 
Ltd. v. S. P. Sarup Singh and others reported in A.I.R. 1965 Supreme Court 1442, 
competely answers. The submissions made by Sri Verma. South Asia Industry a 
case dealt with Clause 11 of the Letters Patent of the Punjab High Court, which 
reads thus: — 


"And we do further ordain that the High Court of Judicature at Lahore 
shall be a Court of Appeal from the Civil Courts of the Province of 
the Punjab and Delhi and from all other Courts subject to its superin- 
tendence and shall exercise appellate jurisdiction in such cases as 
were immediately before the date of the publication of these pre- 
sents subiect to appeal to the Chief Court of the Punjab by virtue of 
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any law then in force or as may after that date be declared subject 
to appeal to the High Court of Judicature at Lahore by any law 
made by competent Legislative authority for India. 

Clause 11 of the Letters Patent of this Court is identical in effect and it reads 
thus: — 


"And we do further ordain that the High Court of Judicature at Patna 
shall be a Court of Appeal from the Civil Courts of the Province of 
Bihar and Orissa and from all other Courts subject to its superin- 
tendence, and shall exercise appellate juriodiction in such cases as 
were, immediately before the date of the publication of these pre- 
sents, subject to appeal to the High Court of Judicature at Fort Wil- 
liam in Bengal by virtue of any law then in force, or as may after 
that date be declared subject to appeal to the High Court of Judica- 
ture at Patna by any law made by competent legislative authority 
for India.”. 


The crucial words to which reference was made by the Supreme Court were 
“or as may after that date be declared subject to appeal to the High Court of 
Judicature at Lahore by any law made by competent legislative authority for 
India’, appearing in Clause 11 of the Letters Patent of the Punjab High Court 
These words are in effect the same in Clause 11 of the Letter Patent of this Court’ 
In South Asia Industry’s case, the Supreme Court stated that the second part 
of Clause 11 of the Letters Patent given to the Punjab High Court does not make 
a distinction between appellate jurisdiction over Courts and that over Tribunals 
which are not Courts. Therefore, in my opinion, if a law made by a competent 
legislative authority declares an order of a Tribunal to be appealable to this 
Court, this Court must entertain the same and dispose of it according to law, and 
there is no reason for excluding Clause 28 of the Letters Patent of this Court, if 
there be any difference of opinion on facts between two learned Judges, who 
have originally heard the appeal. Moreover, under section 116A(2) of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, the procedure to be followed in this Court 
should be as if the appeal were one from an original decree passed by a Civil 
Court. Sri Verma has then argued that under the proviso to section 1 10A ( 2 ) of 
the Representation of the People Act, an appeal must be heard by a Eench of not 
less than two Judges, and, therefore, a single Judge of this Court cannot hear it 
at any stage. This contention is also not valid. According to Clause 28 of tho 
Letters Pafent, the points on which difference has arisen, will ultimately be decid- 
ed according to the opinion of the majority of the Judges, who heard this appeal, 
Including those who first heard it In the result, all the points which have arisen 
in this appeal will be decided by two of the Judges of this Court. Therefore, the 
effect of section 116A(2) will be fulfilled, and the ultimate decision in this appeal 
will be by two of the Judges of this Court. The preliminary objections must, 
therefore, fail. 


5. On the facts, the first point which has been argued Is whether Sri Jain had 
offered bribe to Sri Shah Mustaq Ahmed (F.W. 7), In the afternoon of the 24th 
March, 1904, inducing him to vote for Sri Jain or not. P.W. 7 was at that time a 
member of the Bihar Legislative Assembly and he was one of the voters in the 
election in question and he had voted in the election which took place on the 
20th March, 1964. The evidence given by P.W. 7 in this context is that on the 
24th March, 1964, between 5 and 0 f.m. one Sri S. R. Dutta, whom this witness 
knew for about ten years, and another black complexion ed man whose name he 
did not know [this was supposed to be Sri Vishwanath Frasad verma (R.W. 1U), 
the election agent of Sri Jain] came to him along with Sri Jain. The witness bad 
seen Sri Jain before that day. though he had no formal acquaintance with him 
Sri Dutta introduced Sri Jain to this witness. Thereafter, Sri Dutta said that he 
had brought Sri Jain so that the witness should cast his first preference vote in 
Sri Jain’s favour. P.W. 7 then informed Sri Dutta that he had come to a wrong 
place and that he should not say such a thing to him. Then Sri Jam said. In 
vour elections a lot of money is soent and, therefore, take some money from the 
and 1 cart your first preference vote in my favour.” The witness answered that 
Sri Jain need not bother about the expenses of his election and that Sri Jam 
should keep his owS monev. Then Sri Dutta and Sri Jain started leaving and 
Sri Dutta Tarried tea while and said to P.W, 7 that he may be excus^ for the 
trouble given to him but that he was on'v trying to kelp the witness Aecoi ding 
to RW. 7. Sri Motte Rahman Shamim fP.W.,11). the editor of the Urdu Weekly 
“Tfnqhnl” was at his nlace from before Sri Jam and his party had come. . v;' , 
has further stated in his examination-in-Chlef that he had told about the mci 
to one Sri Choudhary A. Muhammad (not examined to tins case), on the 25th 
March, 1904 a? aCT noon, in the Assembly premises. It is further stated that 



about 8 to 10 days after the result of the election had been published which was 
Jn the evening of the 26th March, 1064. Sri Yajee had asked this witness about 
this incident, saying that he had been told about it bv Sri Choudhary A. Muham- 
mad, The substance of the evidence given by Sri Motiur Rahman (PW 11) is 
as follows: He was related to S:i Mustaq Ahmad fP.W. 7) and on the 24th 
March, 1964, he had seen Sri Jain at the place of P.W. 7 between 5 and 6 p.m. 
Sri Jain was then accompanied by two other persons, of whom he had recognis- 
ed one Dutta Saheb. At that time this witness was discussing matters regard- 
ing his sister’s marriage with P.W. 7. Sri Dutta had told P. W. 7 that he would 
like to talk to him privately. P.W, 7 had then asked this witness to go out on 
the verandah for sometime, The witness came out of the room on to the adjoin- 
ing verandah. From there he heard some conversation taking p'ace between 
P.W. 7 and the persons inside the room. He heard Sri Jain saying to P.W. 7 
that in their elections a lot of money is spent and Sri Jain would contribute 
something and P.W. 7 was asked to vote for Sri Jain, According to P.W. 11, 
when Sri Jain and his compensions had left, P.W. 7 had told him that these 
people had come there to purchage his vote, to which P.W. 7 had said that they 
had come to the wrong place. P.W. 7 had further informed S i Jain that in no 
case his vote would be available to Sri Jain. The evidence given by Sri Yajee 
(P.W. 21) in this context is this: Sri Mustaq Ahmad (P.W. 7) had informed 
him that he had been approached by Sri Jain to accept money for meeting the ex- 
penses that he had incurred is his election, and to cast his first preference vote 
in Sri Jain’s favour in this election. In the month of October or November, 1904, 
P.W. 7 had also informed Sri Yajee (P.W. 21) that when Sri Jain had come to 
his place, one Motiur Rahman was also there, Sri Yajee had varifled this from 
Sri Motiur Rahman, who had confirmed that when Sri Jain had approached P.W. 
21 with such a proposal, he was also present at the place of P.W. 7. It may be 
clarified that P.W. 21 has not e’eariy stated when he was informed by P.W. 7, 
whereas P.W. 7 has stated, as indicated earlier, that this conversation had taken 
place eight or ten days after the 26th March, 1064. But, one thing is clear, and 
that is that P.W. 21 had left Patna in the night of the 26th March, 1964, on tour, 
and he had returned to Patna in the morning of the 4t.h April, 1964. All these 
matters have, of course, been denied by Shri Jain (R.W. 13) and Sri Vishwanath 
Prasad Verma (RW-10), 

6. If the evidence of the witnesses examined on behalf of Sri Yajee (PW.21) 
is believed as true, the denial of R.W. 10 and R.W. 13 will have to be disbelieved, 
and one of the contentions raised on behalf of the appellant, challenging the who’e 
episode, is based on the fact that the name of Sri Motiur Rahman (P.W. 11) had 
been given in the second list of witnesses filed on behalf of Sri Yajee on the 18th 
November, 1964. The first list of witnesses had been filed on the 24th September, 
1984. when the names of 24 witnesses to be examined, were given. It is argued 
that the inclusion of the name of P.W. 11 in the second list was an afterthought, 
and, therefore, apart from anything else, his testimony is suspect on this ground 
alone. This point is common 1o the charge of offering bribe to P.W. 7 and to the 
next charge of offering bribe to Sri Ram Narain Choudhary (P.W. 2) , and, there- 
fore, it deserves careful consideration. The ordersheet of the Tribunal indicates 
that the issues were settled on the 17th September, 1964, and the case was ad- 
journed to the 24th September, for fixing a date of hearing. Parties were direct- 
ed to file their list of witnesses and to take steps to caT for their documents in 
the meantime. On the 24th September a petition was filed on behalf of Sri Yajee 
(P.W. 21), praying that certain witnesses may be summoned. The list of witnesses 
submitted on that day included the name of P.W. 7. but not that of P.W. 11. 
Order was passed for summoning the witnesses and the 16th November was fixed 
for hearing of the case. In the meantime, on the 1st October, a petition was filed 
on behalf of Sri Yajee (P W. 21), praying for amendment of schedules 1 and 2 
of the election petition. When the case was taken up on the 10th November, the 
amendment petition was put up for orders and the case was adlourned to the 
18th November for filing rejoinder by Sri Jain (R W, 13) and for hearing of the 
amendment petition. A rejoinder was filed by Sri Jain on the 18th November, 
and on hearing counsel for the parties, the amendments prayed for on behalf of 
Sri Yajee (P.W. 21) were allowed. It appears that on the same day, namely, the 
18th November a petition was filed on behalf of Sri Yaiee (P.W. 21) with a fresh 
list of witnesses, praying that they may also be summoned. Dasti cover, a» 
praved for, was ordered to be issued on the same day. In this second list the name 
of P.W, 11 was given. The actual hearing of the case commenced on the 30th 
November, 1964. On this broad outline, it is argued on behalf of the appellant 
that the name of P.W. 11 was thought of subseauently as he was a relation of 
P.W 7 and, therefore, the whole case of corroboration by the evidence of P W, 11 
should be rejected. I do not, however, think that such a sweeping view should be 
taken for rejecting the testimony of P.W, 11, unless there are other materials to 
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indicate that this aspect of the case is false and has been concocted. If the argu- 
ment on behalf of the appellant is acceptable in this respect, it may be presumed 
that after filing the first list of witnesses on the 24th September, 1964, ways and 
means were being thought of to bolster up a case by introducing further materials 
on the record. If this were so, then there is no reason why the second list of 
witnesses was not filed earlier, when an application was filed on behalf of Sri 
Yajee on the 1st October, 19G4, praying for amendment of schedules 1 and 2 of 
the election petition. By amendment of schedule 1, three particular cases were 
introduced, to the effect that three voters, Sri Vidya Kishore Vldyalankar, M.L.A., 

Sri Pal Dayal, M.L.A., and Sri Bholanath Das, M.L.A. were actually paid money 
to vote for Sri Jain, The amendment sought with respect to schedule 2 was by 
the introduction of a case that five more voters, named Sri Chandra Shekhar 
Singh, M.L.A. , Sri Ramanand Tewary, M.L,A„ Sri Nripcndra Narain Singh Deo, 
M-L.A, Sri Prabhat Kumar Aditya Deo, M.L.A., and Sri Rudra Narain, M.L.A, 
were offered money to vote for Sri Jain. Therefore, if the contention raised on 
behalf of the appellant be correct, then, presumably, the case of examining P.W. 

11 to depose falsely had not been thought of on or about the 1st October, 1964. 
Therefore, on the same reasoning, the name of P.W. 11 was invented between the 
1st October and 18th November, 1964, when the second list was filed, mentioning 
the name of P.W. 11. If this were the case, then one would have expected that 
attempts would have been made to bolster up fully the new cases which were 
introduced by the petition of amendment filed on the 1st October, 1964. But, 
curiously enough, that was not done. For instance, the case of giving bribe to 
Sri Pal Dayal, Introduced by the amended schedule 1, was not pressed in Court at 
all. Similarly, the case of offer of bribes to four persons, introduced by the 
amended schedule 2, was abandoned in Court, Only one witness was examined 
as P.W. 17 (whose name had been mentioned in the first list) to prove the allega- 
tions with respect to bribery of Sri Bholanath Das- Similarly, only one witness, 
namely P.W, 19 (whose name had also been mentioned in the first list) was 
examined to prove the allegations of bribing Sri Vidya Kishore Vldyalankar. If 
attempts were being made to bolster up a false case by introducing fresh names 
of witnesses on the 18th November, 1H04, one would have expected fresh names 
in the second list to support the cases of bribing Sri Bholanath Das and Sri Vidya 
Kishore Vidyalankar. By amended Schedule 2, the case of ofifer of bribe to Sri 
Prabhat Kumar Aditya Deo was introduced. But only one witness, namely, P.W. 

13 (whose name was mentioned in the second list) was examined in this con- 
nection. It seems to me that if improvements were being thought of later on, 
then better attempts would have been made to prove the cases by the amend- 
ments of the two schedules, In view of this state of affairs, it is hardly likely 
that the name of P.W. 11 would have been introduced to depose falsely in support 
of the case of offer of bribe to P.W. 7. However, these matters are extremely 
speculative and marshalling of evidence in a case like this cannot be expected with 
the thoroughness of logistics. I shall, therefore, proceed with the consideration 
of the evidence of P-Ws 7 and 11 on their own merit, The evidence of P.W. 7 
has been challenged as that of a highly interested witness, on the ground that he 
was a proposer for Sri Yajee. I do not think there is any force in this contention, 
because, it has been elicited from P.W. 7, in cross-examination, that he had signed 
as proposer or seconder on three or four nomination papers including that of Sri 
Yajee, P.W. 7 had also been a proposer of Sri Choudhary A. Muhammad. 
Therefore, there is no Indication that P.W. 7 had apy special interest 
in the cause of Sri Yajee’s success. As a matter of fact, it has come on the record 
that the Congress M.L.A’s were divided into groups, to vote for six Congress 
candidates and P.W- 7 was in the group in which the members were directed to 
cast their votes in favour of Sri Choudhury A. Muhammad. This aspect of the 
matter has another important hearing, because it has been argued on behalf of 
the appellant that why did P.W, 7 inform Sri Choudhary A. Muhammad about 
the Incident in question on the 25th March, when he did not inform Sri Yajee 
about this matter until the latter returned to Patna. I think it was quite natural 
for P.W. 7 to mention this matter to Sri Choudhary A. Muhammad on the 25th 
March, because ho was expected to vote for Sri Choudhary A. Muhammad and not 
for Sri Ysiee. I do not find any inherent defect in the evidence of P.W. 7 for 
disbelieving him and his evidence alone may be sufficient for accepting the case 
thal Sri Jain was guilty of indulging in corrupt practice. Then comes the evi- 
dence of P.W. 11. His evidence is challenged, first, on the ground that he was 
related Lo P.W. 7. This contention is too general to be accepted for rejecting 
the testimony of this witness. It is contended further that the conversation that 
P.W. 11 is said to have overheard is not exactly the conversation that had taken 
place according to P,W. 7. This contention is also without much substance. The 
substance of the evidence given by P.W’s 7 and 11 seems to be the same and 
absence of tutoring is manifest from the fact that P.W. 11 has not repeated the 
conversation in exactly the same words in which It has been deposed to by P.W. 
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7. There Is another indication which can be gathered from the evidence of PiW’s 
7 and 11 taken together, which is this: In his examlnation-in-chlef P.W. 7 stated 
that at the time of the incident in question P.W. 11 was there, but P.W. 1 did not 
say at that stage that he had any conversation with P.W. 11 after Sri Jain and 
his party had left. It was elicited by cross-examination of P.W. 7 that on the 
24th March, 1904 he had informed P.W. 11 about the conversation after Sri Jain 
and his party had left. The evidence of P.W, 7 given in his examination-in-chlef 
and in cross-examination in this context has the naturalness which goes to prove 
that the evidence must be true- Some argument was advanced as to when RW. 7 
could have given information to Sri Yajee that P.W. 11 was also present. P.W. 7 
has deposed that he informed Sri Yajee about the incident eight to ten days after 
the election result was opt, but, at that time, he had not named P.W. 11. The 
name of P.W. 11 was disclosed about a month before December, 1964. Here also, 
I do not find any improbability. Only because at the time of the first conversa- 
tion with Sri Yajee, P.W. 7 had not disclosed the name of P.W. 11, it cannot be 
held that the evidence given hy P.W. 7 must be false. It is not fully known what 
was the nature of the first conversation between P.W. 7 and Sri Yajee and in 
what circumstances the conversation had taken place and for how long they had 
talked, and, therefore, there may not have been any opportunity of bringing in 
the name of any corroborating witness on the first occasion. Then, some state- 
ment made by P.W. 11 in cross-examination has been compared with the evidence 

g iven by Sri Yajee (P.W. 21) in this respect. It was elicited from P.W. 11 that 
e had mentioned about the fact that he had overheard the conversation of Sri Jain 
with P.W. 7 to one Anwar Zaidi, in the office of their paper called “Hoshni”, but 
that he had not said about it to Sri Yajee. This is compared with Sri Yajee’s 
statement where he has deposed that he hod verified about the incident from 
P.W. 11 who had confirmed that when Sri Jain had approached P.W- 7 with his 
proposal, he was also present at the place of P.W. 7. It is argued that according 
to P.W. 11, he had no conversation with Sri Yajee about this matter, while accord- 
ing to the latter, he had a talk about this matter with P.W. 11. Here also, I do 
not think that the criticism Is valid. The emphasis laid by P.W. 11 is on his over- 
hearing the conversation between Sri Jain and P.W, 7. This matter he had not 
told to Sri Yajee. What Sri Yajee had verified from P.W. 11 was that he had been 
present at the place of P.W. 7 at the time of the Incident. It was not made clear 
ln the cross-examination of Sri Yajee as to whether P.W. 11 had or had not told 
him that he had overheard the conversation. Some argument had also been 
advanced on the fact that if P.W. 11 had been asked by Piw. 7 to go out on the 
verandah when Sri Jain and his party had come, P.W. 11 would not have cared 
to overhear the conversation that had taken place thereafter. But, this matter 
ha3 been clarified by P.W. 11 in cross-examination, where he has stated that he 
had no wish to hear the talk, hut as he was standing on the verandah by the side 
of the room, he could overhead the conversation. Therefore, it is not possible to 
accept the argument that P.W. 11 would not have overheard any conversation 
even if he were present on the verandah, because he should not have overheard the 
conversation. It may be that he could not help overhearing some part of the con- 
versation, standing as he was on the adjoining verandah. It has also been argued 
by the learned counsel for the appellant that as P.W. ll had not seen Sri Jain 
before the time of the incident, he could not have recognised the voice of Sri 
Jain talking to P.W. 7. In my opinion, this is too critical an approach to the 
evidence given by this witness. He had heard someone talking to P.W. 7 at 
the time of the incident and it was quite possible for him to state later on, that, 
it was Sri Jain who was the person who had talked to P.W. 7. Upon a con- 
sideration of the evidence given by P.W’s 7 and 11. I am of the opinion that their 
evidence should be accepted. So far as Sri Yajee (P.W. 21) is concerned, he has 
deposed that P.W. 7 had Informed him about the conversation with Sri Jain and 
I do not see any reason for disbelieving this evidence. He had left Patna on the 
26th March, 19G4 and he had returned on the 4th April, and it fits in with the evi- 
dence of P.W. 7 to the effect that eight to ten days after the result was out he had 
talked about the incident to Sri Yajee (P.W. 21). 

7. The second incident which falls for determination is based on the evidence 
of Sri Ram Narain Choudhary (P.W. 2). This witness was a member of the State 
Assembly on Congress ticket and he was also a voter from the Assembly consti- 
tuency in the election in question. H> has deposed that on the 26th March, 1904 
at about 7 a.m. he was in his flat, which consisted of two rooms. In tho front 
room two persons named Sheodeo Singh (P.W. 9) and Manoranjan Prasad (P.W. 
14) were staying at that time. P.W. 9 was a research student in the Patna Uni- 
versity and P.W, 14 was in service in the Patna Improvement Trust. The witness 
was taking Nasta in tho second room, wh-n P-W’s 9 and 14 went to him and 
Informed him that three persons had come, who were Sri Jain, Sri Vishwanath 
Prasad Verma and Sri Dutta. P.W. 2 did not know the full name of Sri Dutta, 



but he had known Sri Verma for sometime. These three persons were called 
in and Sri Verma then talked to P.W. 2, saying that he had come once before, 
P.W, 2 replied that he must have gone away somewhere at that time. Thereafter 
Sri Verma introduced Sri Jain to P.W. 2 as a candidate for the Rajya Sabha 
election. P.W, 2 stated that he knew that from before, Then Sri Jain said that 
he wanted, the help of P.W. 2. P.W. 2 replied that as he was a Congress M.L.A., 
what help could Sri Jain expect from him. Sri Jain then said that in the election 
of P.W. 2 he must have incurred certain expenses and, therefore, Sri Jain wanted 
to help him, so that P.W. 2 may help Sri Jain, The actual words in this context 
were: 


“Is par Jain Saheb Ne Kaha Ki Apko Bhi To Election men Kharch Barch 
Hua Hoga. Isliye Ham Apko Kuchh Seva Karana Chahte Hain. Ap 
Hamare Madad Kijiye.” 


Upon this P.W. 2 told Sri Verma that he knew P.W, 2 for a long time and he was 
made of a different stuff and, therefore, why offer of money was made to him. 
Then, Sri Jain asked to be pardoned and thereafter all the three persons went 
away. P.W- 2 has stated that he had told about this incident to Sri Yajee on the 
same day after the result of the election was out. It was elicited in cross-exami- 
nation of P.W. 2 that next day, i.e., on the 27th March, 1964 he had disclosed this 
matter to the Chief Whip, who is Shakoor Ahmad (P.W. 13). This evidence given 
by P.W. 2 has been supported by Sri Yajee (P.W. 21), who has deposed that after 
tne election result was declared on the 26th March, 1964, P.W. 2 had Informed 
him that in the morning Sri Jain had approached him, saying that P-W. 2 should 
accept money to meet the cost which he had Incurred in his own election and cant 
his first preference vote in favour of Sri Jain. According to Sri Yajee (P.W. 21), 
he had been told subsequently by P.W. 2 that at the time of the incident, P.W’s 
9 and 14 were there and this matter was verified. P.W. 9 has corroborated the 
evidence of P.W. 2 and has added that just after the Incident, P.W. 2 had told him 
and P.W- 14, “Dekho Punji Pati Log Hamko Kharidna Chahte Hain". The name 
of Sri Jain had also been mentioned at that time, This is also the substance of 


the evidence of P.W. 14. According to the Chief Whip (P.W. 13), on the 27th 
March, 1964, P.W. 2 had told him that a Congress candidate had been defeated, 
because money had passed in the election and that P.W. 2 had been approached 
and in that context he had taken the name of Sri Jain and some other persons. 
If the evidence given by P.W.’s 2, 9, 14 and 13 la accepted, then there Is no doubt 
that this allegation has also been proved. The same argument is advanced for 
rejecting the evidence of P.Ws. 9, 14 and 13, as they had been named in the 
second list filed on the 18th November, 1964. But, for the reasons already given, 
the evidence of these witnesses must be tested on their merit and their evidence 
cannot be rejected only because they were not named in the first list. The evi- 
dence of P.W. 2 is challenged on grounds which do not appear to me to be sub- 
stantial at all. It is contended that in the examination-in-chief this witness 
stated that he had been elected to the Legislative Assembly in 1957 also, whereas 
it appears from his cross-examination that in the 1957 election he had been de- 
feated by Harihar Mahton. In 1957 P.W. 2 had contested from Bariarpur Con- 
stituency from the Praja Socialist Party. I do not think that the discrepancy 
is so serious as to vitiate entire evidence of this witness, As a matter of fact, 
it appears to me that the year 1957, mentioned in the second paragraph of the 
evidence of this witness, was so recorded by mistake, and tne Tribunal was 
cognisant of the fact that P.W. 2 had been elected twice and not thrice. This 
has been clearly stated in paragraph 87 of the order under appeal. It is then 
argued that P.W. 2 has stated that he did not remember if he was made to sign 
any paper showing as to in favour of which particular candidate he was to cast 
his first preference vote. According to the learned counsel for the appellant, 
the voters had signed such papers and this witness for some reason or other 
was feigning loss of memory. This argument is also too speculative for reject- 
ing the evidence of this witness on this ground. Even if P.W, 2 had signed any 
paper indicating the candidate for whom he had to cast his first preference vote, 
may have forgotten about this matter. If the evidence given by P.W. 2 in 
his examination-in-chief is considered as a whole, an impression is created tha 
he has not come forward to give false testimony, without any regard for trutn. 
Tor instance, if P W. 2 was being brought forward to support a false case, it is 
unlikely that he would depose about the presence of P.Ws 9 and 14 and then 
he would forget to state in his examinatlon-m-chief that immediately after the 
incident he had told about this matter to these two persons naming Sn Jain. 
As a matter of fact, it was elicited in cross-examination that when he had dis 
closed about the Incident to Sri Yajee, he had also told him that PWs.9 mid 
14 were present at the time of the incident and P.W. 2 had told them at that 
very time that capitalists had the audacity to come and try to bribe him 



purchase his vote. Therefore, it is difficult to believe that P.W. 2 was being ex- 
amined to support a false case. Some argument was advanced by learned 
counsel for the parties on the evidence o-f P.W. 2 where he has deposed in nts 
cross-examination that he had written a letter to his party leader, i.e., the Chief 
Minister, complaining of the approach made by Sri H. P. Jain and his men, on 
broad lines, though in that letter he hud specifically mentioned the talks that 
they had with him and the reply that was given by him. According to P.W. 2 
this letter had been written eight to ten days after the incident ir« question. 
Learned counsel for the appellant has urged that when this letter has not been 
produced, an adverse inference should be drawn against the evidence of P.W, 2, 
whereas according to the learned counsel for Sri Yajee, when this matter was 
elicited in cross-examination, it was the duty of Sri Jain to call for this letter, 
and when that was not done, it must he held that such a letter was, in fact, 
written by this witness. I do not think that the contention raised by the learned 
counsel for the appellant that an adverse inference should be drawn can be 
accepted. The witness stated in cross-examination that he could not say where 
that letter could be found now and if the witness was going to be contradicted, 
the letter should have been called for on behalf of Sri Jain. On the other hand, 
it is difficult to hold also that the letter would have supported the evidence of 
P.W. 2 and therefore, I will leave this matter at large. On the whole, I do not 
think sufficient grounds have been made out for rejecting the evidence of P.W 2. 


8. Now, I shall consider the evidence given by Sheodeo Singh (P.W. 9) and 
Manoranjan Prasad (P.W. 14) in this context, P.W. 9 was a co-villager of 
P.W. 2 and P.W. 14 was a man of his constituency. The evidence of these two 
witnesses is challenged on the following discrepancy. P.W. 9 has deposed that 
on the 26th March, 1964, that Is to say, on the date on which the poll was held, 
at about 7 a.m., he and P.W. 2, when there was a knocking sound at the door, 
P.W. 14 went and opened the door and on seeing Sri Jain and his party, he and 
P.W. 14 went to inform P.W. 2, whereupon the latter asked that Sri Jain and 
his party may lie sent to P.W. 2’s room. P.W. 14 has said in this connection, 
that when Sri Jain and his party came to the flat of P.W. 2 , he was washing his 
mouth on the verandah and P.W. 9 was reading and writing inside the room. 
Some knocking sound was heard, Whereupon P.W. 9 asked him to go and open 
the door, which he did. It is contended on behalf of the appellant that this con- 
tradiction shows that P.Ws 9 and 14 were not present in the flat of P.W. 2 and 
that false evidence has now been introduced. In my opinion, however, the con- 
tradiction is not so substantial that an inference must follow that false evidence 


has been given by P.Ws. 9 and 14. It may be realised that P.W. 9 has deposed 
in his very exarmnation-in-chief that he and P.W. 14 were sitting in their room. 
If a false case was concocted, it is highly unlikely that P.W. 14 would have said 
in his own examination-in-chief that he was washing his mouth on the verandah 
and P.W. 14 was reading and writing inside his room. Therefore, the discre- 
pancy must be due to lapse of memory. From the evidence of P.Ws. 2. 9 and 
14 taken as a whole, there is unmistakable indication that P.Ws 9 and 14 used 
to live in P.W.2’s flat and the evidence given to the contrary by Budhinath 
Singh (R.W. 6) cannot be accepted. For instance, it was elicited from P.W. 2 
in cross-examination that when he stayed in his flat, he and P.Ws. 9 and 14 
had common messing, and when he was away from Patna, these two persons 
managed about their own food. No such evidence was given by P.W. 9 in his 
examination-in chief; but this matter was put to him in cross-examination, 
when he stated that when P,W. 2 lived in the flat, he and P.W. 14 took their 
meals with him and in his absence, they took their meals outside. Then, it was 
elicited from the cross-examination of P.W. 2 that P.W. 14 began in his flat from 
about one year before the 26th March, 1964. When P.W. 14 was examined, he 
did not refer to this aspect of the matter. But this was put to him in cross- 
examination and he stated that he was living in the flat of P W. 2 since Apnl, 
1968 In mv opinion, these are unmistakable details from which it should be 
held' that P'Ws 9 and 14 were living in this flat when the incident is said to 
have taken place. Budhinath Singh (R.W.6) was examined to state that he 
was staving in flat No. 44 on the first floor whereas P.W. 2 had his flat No. 42 
on the "ground floor. He has deposed that at the time of the election in March, 
1964, no outsider was permanently living in flat No. 42, He has deposed that 
no persons named Sheodeo Prasad Singh and Manoranjan Singh were living in 
flat No 42 at that time. I am not, however, prepared to accept the evidence or 
this witness on this point. As a matter of fact, it is clear from his cross-exami- 
nation that he did not know any of the details about the occupants of the o er 
flats. It was elicited from his cross-examination that he did not know the 
names of the brother, son, nephew or any relation of P.W, 2 . He knew the name 
of only one person of P.W. 2 f s constituency, namely Sn A. K. P. Sinha. He ma 
not remember the name of any other man of P.W. ^ a constituency. H d 
not remember the name of the village of P.W. 2. Therefore, it Is haidly 1 


? a / e kn , own th® names of any of the occupants of the flat of P W 2 
In^the result, I do not see any reason for rejecting the evidence of P.Ws. 9 and 


9. Coming to the evidence of P.W. 13, it is contended on behalf of the appel- 
lant that according to this witness, who was the Chief Whip of the Congress 
? art X\J Ui 113(1 been informed in the Assembly Office on the 27th March. 19S4 
b y./V. 2, at about 11 or 11-30 a.m„ about the incident. It is i-ged that thS 
evidence must be entirely false, as according to the evidence of RW 6 who 
was a voter in the election in question, after the voting on the 26th March, 196 4. 
S£**^K5 I, £ Iy w ? s close , d for al:lout a week from the 27th March. It is argued 
that P.W. 2 could not have given any information to P.W. 13 in his Assembly 
Office. In my opinion, there is not much substance in this contention The 
Assembly may have been closed from the 27th March, 1964, but only for this 
reason it cannot be held that P.W, 13 has falsely stated that he was in his office 
in the morning of the 27th March, 1964. It was elicited from P.W. 13 in cross- 
examination that the result of the election was announced nearabout. 8 a.m. or 
9 p.m. and that he had learnt about the result in his office in the Assembly pre- 
mises, because he had returned there from his residence after taking tea when 
he was in his office, people had come and had informed him, about the defeat of 
Sri Yajee. Therefore, it is clear that P.W. 13 used to go to his office even when 
the Assembly may not have been actually sitting. There is no clear evidence 
that the office of the Chief Whip used to be closed when the Assembly was not 
sitting. Merely from the evidence of R.W. 0 to the effect that the Assembly 
was closed for about a week from the 27th March, 1964, it cannot be held that 
the office of P.W. 13 was also closed for these day3. If reliance was going to 
be placed on behalf of the appellant on this aspect of the matter, before the 
Tribunal, much better evidence could have been adduced in this behalf. As a 
matter of fact, the appellant had examined a Whip of the Congress Party, who 
was Mangal Prasad Yadav (R.W.2), He was also a voter in this election. He 
would have been in a position to state whether the Chief Whip’a office used to 
remain closed whenever the Assembly was closed, or not. Having considered 
the evidence of P.W. 13 carefully. I am of the opinion that his evidence should 
also be accepted. Therefore, it is quite clear that the allegation of offering 
bribe by Sri Jain to P.W. 2 has been well-established. The denial of the inci- 
dents made by Sri Jain (R.W. 13) and Sri Verma (R.W. 10) cannot, therefore, 
be accepted. As a matter of fact, Sri Verma (R.W. 10) was the election agent 
of Sri Jain (R.W. 13), but his evidence can hardly be believed in many matters. 
He has stated in cross-examination as follows: — 


“R. P. Jain had signed and made over to me my appointment as his 
election agent on 10th March, 1904, and I had made it over to the 
Returning Officer on 10th March, 1964, or 11th March. 1964, which I 
do not now remember. Before, he appointed me as his election agent 
I had never done of his election works. After he made over my 
appointment paper as his election agent I asked him what would be 
my duties in which he informed me that I had been appointed like 
this for the facility of taking papers to and from the Returning Offi- 
cer. Except taking to and from the Returning Officers papers con- 
cerning his election and working at the time or polling and counting 
I had not done any other work of R. P. Jain in this election as his 
election agent. 


I do not now remember of any paper that I had taken to or taken from the 
Returning Officer. I have not kept copy of any paper that I had 
taken to the Returning Officer because as being just a messenger to 
take them I had no need to keep their copy.” 

This evidence can hardly be accepted as true. Then, he has stated again: — 

"After my appointment as his election agent and before the actual polling 
in this election I had no occasion to be with R. P. Jain for an hour 
or so even adds whenever he used to call roe for a minute or so I 
used to go to him and return after a minute or so. Between 10th 
March, 1964, to 26th March, 1964, I had met him for 5 to 7 times only 
and their duration were for about 10 to 15 minutes each.". 


This kind of statement from an election agent cannot possibly be believed. 

10. For the reasons given above, I agree with the conclusion arrived at by 
Ramratna Singh, J„ to the effect that the allegations of offer of bribe to Sri 


Mustaq Ahmad (P.W. 7) and Sri Ram Naraln Choudharv (P.W. 2) by Sri Ja& 
have been established. I agree with him that the appeal should tail. 


Patna High Court: 

The 3rd March, i960. 

Sd/- U. N. Sinha. 


[No. 82/7/04.] 
By order, 

FRAKASH NARAIN, Secy. 



MDOSTRYIOF FINANCE 
(Department of Economic Affairs) 

Nets DeBu, the 25 th March 1966 

S.O. 984^-Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India as on the 18th March 1966. 

Banking Department 


LtABtUTIBS 


Rs. 


Assets 


Rs. 


Capital Paid up 


Reserve Fund 


National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Oprationa) Fund 


National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


National Industrial Credit '(Long Term Operates) 
Fond ..... 


5,00,00*000 Notes 16,18,75,000 

Rupee Coin 3,98,000 

80.00. 00.000 Small Coin 4,23,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted — 

100,00,00,000 (a) Internal . ^ . 

(6) External 

(e) Government Treasury Bills . 

10.00. 00.000 Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments** .... 

15.00. 00.000 Loans and Advances to • — 

(1) Central Government 

(a) State Govemmwts (@) .... 165,43,83^00 


55,51,60^100 

15,32,78,000. 

U5,58,93^a>' 


00 



Deposits l — 

(a) Government: — 

(0 Ceatral Government 
(it) State Governments 

( b ) Banks : — 

(f) Scheduled Banks ... 
(a) State Co-operative Banks 
(to) Other Banks 

( c ) Others .... 

BiBs Payable .... 

Other Liabilities .... 

Rupees 


Loans and advances to : — 

(0 Sc h e dul ed Banksf 102^449,000 

(0) State Co-operative Banksft - 157,04,11,000 

(at) Others 2,3345,000 

53.77.16.000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National Agricultural 

Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund— 

2418 149.000 (a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(1) State Governments ..... 29,07,80,000 

fit) State Co-opeiative Banks .... 12,02,99,000 

(») Central Land Mortgage Banks ... 

( b ) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Debentures 547,77,ooo 
Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 
u> 7 > 95 > 45 yGX> (Stabilisation) Fund — 

4.42.75.000 Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

1,55,000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — 

193335)14500° (a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 3,08,87,000 

(6) Investment in bonds/ debentures issued by the 

39.27.16.000 Development Bank 

89.8745.000 Other Assets 43)34)57,000 


7*3)43>i5>ooo 


Rupees . . 72348,15,000 


•Includes Cash and Short-term Securities. 

••Excluding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Jjong Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary overdrafts 
to State Governments. 

t Includes R3. 39,75,89,000 advanced to scheduled banks against usance bills under section 17(4X0) of the R, B. L Act. 

ttExduding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural Credit (Stabili- 
sation) Fund. 

Dated the 22nd day of March, 1966. 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi , the 21st March 1966 

S.O. 985. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (b) of sub-section 
(3) of section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act, 1948 (61 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby nominates Shri K. Srinivasan, Deputy Secretary to the Gov- 
ernment of India, Ministry of Commerce, as a member of the Central Silk Board 
vice Shri T. S, Kunchithapatham and makes the following further amendment in 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Industry No. S.O. 
1313 dated the 9th April, 1964, namely: — 

In the said notification for the entry relating to serial No. 1, the following 
entry shall be substituted, namely: — 

“1. Shri K. Srinivasan, Deputy Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Commerce”. 

[No. F. 22/2 /64-Tex (G) .] 
N. S. VAIDYANATHAN, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 23 rd March 1966 

S.O. 986. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 4 
of the Khadi and Village Industries Commission Act, 1956 (61 of 1956), read 
with rule 3 of the Khadi and Village Industries Commission Rules, 1957, the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints each of the persons mentioned in column 2 of the 
table below as member oi the Khadi and Village Industries Commission for a 
period of 3 years with effect from the 1st April, 1966: — 


S. No. 

Name 

1. 

2. 

1. 

Shri U. N. Dhebar 

2. 

Shri K. Arunachalam. 

3. 

Shri- Dhwaja Prasad Sahu. 

4. 

Shri Akshaya Kumar Karan. 

5. 

Shri Somdutt Vedalankar. 


2. In pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 4 of the Khadi and Village Indus- 
tries Commission Act, 1956 (61 of 3956). the Central Government hereby nomi- 
nates Shri U. N. Dhebar to be the Chairman of the Khadi and Village Industries 
Commission with effect from the 1st April, 1860. 

3. In pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 4 of the Khadi and Village In- 
dustries Commission Act, 1956, (61 of 1956), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri K. Arunachalam to be the Vice-Chairman of the Khadi and Village 
Industries Commission with effect from the 1st April, 1966. 

4 In exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of the Khadi and Village 
Industries Commission Act, 1956. (61 of 1950), the Central Government hereby 
appoints, after consultation with the Khadi and Village Industries Commission, 
Shri Akshaya Kumar Karan to be the Secretary of the Commission with effect 
from the 1st April, 1906. 

[No. F, 41/1 /66-K. V. I(P).] 
P. SITARAMAN, Dy., Secy. 


DIRECTIONS 

New Delhi , the 24 th March 1966 

S.O. 987. In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 

18B of the Industries (Development and Regulation) Act, 1851 (65 of 1951), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following amendments m . the Directions 
published in the notified Order of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
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Commerce S.O. No. 1B05 dated the 2nd June, 1965 and issued to the Authorised 
Controller of the Katihar Jute Mills, Katihar, namely: — 

In the said directions, for paragraph 13), the following paragraph shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

"(3) In consideration of the working capital to he m 

ing by the Government of Bihar or obtained from financing Institution^ o^the 

° f | h % G il Ve ™ n j £* Bih t r - the AuKsed CoXller shan n mm?ga^ 
R 1 ); ft* assets of the undertakiiig, that is to say land, buildings, machinery and 
the like only m favour of the Government of Bihar. The Authorised Controller 
may for the purposes of obtaining additional cash credits from scheduled Banks, 
mortgage with the prior approval and guarantee of the Government of Bihar the 
current assets of the undertaking that is to say, raw jute, jute in process of 
manufacture, finished products and the like, provided that the total borrowings 
do not exceed Twentyeight lakh rupees.” 

fNo. F. 9 (90) -Tex (D) /64.J 
A. G, V. SUBRAHMANIAM, Under Secy. 



MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 
(Indian Standard , Institution) 

Nets Delhi , the iS tk March 1966 

S. O. 98*. — The Certification Marks Licences, details of which are given hereafter, have lapsed or their renewal deferred. 


SI. Licence No. and Licensee’s Name and Address Article and the Indian Standard Gazette Remarks. 

No. Date Number Notification 

Notifying Grant 

of Licence I 

(1) (2) (3) (4) is ) ( 6 ) ;| 


1 CM/L-380 
25-1-1962 

2 CM/L-466 
30-10-1962 

3 CM/L-502 
24-1-1963 

4 CM/L-619 
10-1-1964 

3 CM/L-1011 
22-2-1965 

6 CM/L-1012 
22-2-1965 


Menco Electricals Pvt. Ltd., Industrial 
Estate, Olavdhkoi, (Kerala; 

Sial Soap Stone Fsctoiy. Rupr-unci (S.E. RIy.) : 
P.O. barwata Via Ks.ui. Lull. Jabalpur 
(M.P.) 

Abiol Engg. Co., Crculai Road, Kcpuntala 
(Punjab) 

The Indian Tube Co. (1953; Ltd., Jamshed- 
pur (Bihar) 

Shembckar Industries, Chichwad. Pcona 

4 

Do. 


Meta) clad switches, 15 and 3c atrp. 250 
and 500 volts grade — IS 11567 — 1960 
EKC duiS.rg guvic.cn— IS 1511-1562 

Fuse bases and fuse earners rewirable 
type, capacity 15 amp. 250 volts and 30 
amp. 500 volts — lb ; 2086-1963 
Mild steel tubes and tuiuiars-lS :123s- 
1964 

Thitc-pltse irc'ucj'cn nctcis (up to 3 1 
HP only; — 16:325-1961 I 

Small AC and univversal electric motors ) 
With Glass ‘A’ insulation, single phase | 
capacitor start- — 16:996-1959 J 


S.O. IC62 

Deferred after 

7-4-1962 

15-2-1566 

S.O. 3518 

Lapse a after 

24-11-1502 

15-12-1565 

S.O. 4?4 

Deferred after 

16-2-1963 

15-2-1506 

S.O. 6c8 

Deferred after 

22-2-1964 

15-2-1966 

S.O. 9S7 

Deferred after 

27-3-1565 

28-2-1566 


[No. MD/33 : 16/C.] j 

D. V. KARMARKAR, j 

Deputy Director General (Maxkj). j 
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MINISTRY OF EDUCATION 

Archaeology 

New Delhi, the 21 st March 1906 

S.O, 989, — Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Education No, S.O. 3838, dated the 6th December, 1965, published in Part II, 
Section 3, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 11th December 196 Cl 
the Central Government gave notice of its intention to declare the archaeological 
site and remains specified in the Schedule below to be of national importance. 

And whereas no objections have been received to the making of such declara- 
tion. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of sec- 
tion 4 of the Ancient Monuments and A chaeological Sites and Remains Act, 1958 
(24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby declares the said archaeological 
site and remains to be of national importance. 



*tn SdtsoTJii* 


f 


SL 

Mo. 

State 

D*trict 

Tehafl 

Locality 

Name of sit* 

Revenue plot 
number to be 
included 
under 
protection 

Area 

Boundaries Ownership Remark*. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 10 11 

I 

Rajasthan 

Chitorgurh 

Kapasam 

N2odh 

Archaeological site 

and remains at Jeora 
comprised in survey 
plot No. 416 . 

Survey plot 
No. 416. 

46881 Sq. North : Survey Plot Rajasthan 

Yds. and Nos. 240, 237, 235, Govem- 
i Sq. fL 234, 230, 267, 221 ment. 
and 417. 

East : Survey Plot 

Nos. 263, 265, 266, 

268, 4T2 and 415. 

South : River Berach. 

West : Nairn 

[No. T. 4-16/65.C.I.] 
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S.O. 990, — Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Education No. F, 4-18/65. C. 1, dated the 6th December, 1965, the Cen- 
tral Government gave notice of its intention to declare the archaeological site and 
remains specified in the Schedule below to be of national importance. 

And whereas no objections have been received to the making of such 
declaration. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of 
section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act, 
1958 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby declarea the said archaeologi- 
cal site and remains to be of national importance. 



I H '* S I iH h I II 1 1 .P. 


SL 

State 

District 

Tehsil 

Locality 

Name of site 

Revenue Area 

plot number 

Boundaries 

Ownership Remarks 

No. 






to be 
included 
under 
protection 




23 45 6 78 9 10 11 


1 Uttar Meerut Ghaziabad Karhera Ancient mound at Survey plot 22 Bight: North : Suivcy plot Girin 

Pradesh Kaseri comprised in No. 2004. and 6 Nos. 19C2, 1903, Samaj 

survey plot No. 2004. Biswa. 1904, 1905, 19075 

190B, 1910, 1911, 

1915 and 1974. 

Eu it : Survey plot 
Nos. 1975, 1977, 

1980, 1931, 19S3, 

1984, 1985, 1986, 

1989, 1990, 1991, 

1992, 1993, 1995, 

1996, 2000, 2001, 

2012 and 2013. 

South : Survey plot 
Nos. 2006, 2007, 

2010, 2011 and 2157. 

West : Survey plot 
Nos. 1868, 1869, 

1870, 1871, 1972, 

1873, 1874, 1910 

and 2005. 


[No. F. 4-18/65.C.1.] 
SHARD A RAO (Mbs.), 
Assistant Ed u c atio nal Adviser. 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS 
<P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 21st March 1908 

S O. 991. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele- 
graph Rule's, 1951, as introduced by SO. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Direc- 
tor General Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1st April, 1966 as the date 
on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced in Udumalpet Telephone 
Exchange. 

LNo. 5-13/66-PHB.] 


New Delhi, the 22nd March 1900 

8.0. 992. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele- 
graph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O. No. 027 dated 8th March, 1960, the Direc- 
tor General Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 29th March, I960 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced In Mlrzapur Tele- 
phone Exchange. 

[No. 5-19/60-PHB.J 


8.0. 993. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele- 
graph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March. 1960, the Di ec- 
tor General Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 30th March, 1966 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced In Ballabgarh Tele- 
phone Exchange. 

[No. 5-15/66-PHB.] 
D. R. BAHL, 

Assistant Director General (PHB). 


Rtrrr f%RPT 
(m-cfTT afti) 

22 RT# 19 66 

tjrRo xrVo 994. — RRpft 627, 8 RW, 1960 fflTT NtR, 

f%% RTT 19 51 % RTTfffR flTT fRtpff % TrRR 1 4 34 % RTW III % TTT (n) % 
>A HR 1 1 TTT-dTT R^lf-T^TT % gffRRRf %RT 5 30 RUf, 1 966 § RRTffiR ST M'6 l<-Tt 

RBI, RTUt RiT f%ifT q I 

(Ro 5—1 5/65— Rio T&o 

tJRo ’W'Yo 99 5. — UTPfr RiRRWT 627, fUTTRl 8 RT^, I96 0 9TTT WP^ 

1951 % RTTtftR RR fRTR'f % fRRR 4 34 % HI % fTT (*p) % 
R^TfR^UPfr % rR^Tf^T TTPfTTR %^ R 29 RT^, 1966 § RRlfacT KT. RNB-ft 
*PT% »FT fRRR f%RT t I 

[5-1 g/ee-'fto 

g[o OTTo R?PT, 
R^TRRT R^TfR^W (<ftotTRosfto) 
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MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 

New Delhi , the 22nd March 1966 

S.O. 996. — Whereas by a notification of the Government of India In the Minis- 
try of Petroleum and Chemicals S.O. No. 126 dated 24th December, 1965, under 
sub-section (i) of Section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Centra' Government declared its inten- 
tion to acqui e the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (i) of Section 
6 of the said Act, submitted report to the Government; 

And, whereas, the Central Government has, after considering the said report 
decided to acquire the right of user in lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to this notification; 

Now, therefo e, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of 
Section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government herebv declares that the right 
of user in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
herebv acquired for laving the pipelines and in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that the rigl.t 
of user in the said lands, shall instead of vesting in the Cent al Government, vest 
on the date of publication of this dec’aration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commis- 
sion, free from all encumbrances. 


Schedule 


State : Gujarat 


Dist. : Mabcsaria 


Taluks : 

Kalol 

Village 


Survey 

Acre 

Guntha 

Sq. 



No, 



yds. 

Rakanput 


. 664 

0 

6 

66 

Santej 


• ? TI 

0 

0 

100 



203 

0 

17 

102 



408 

0 

6 

66 

Vadasar . 


tin. 

0 

25 

45 



10-4/ 1. 

0 

2 

0 



1 074/1 /t 

0 

4 

0 



1 074/1/2 

0 

2 

0 



790 

0 

5 

50 

Sabaspur 


. 310 

0 

17 

no 



<3 

0 

9 

25 

Sctisa 


. 1033/T 

0 

3 

27 



<TQ 

0 

7 

30 



769 

0 

T5 

99 



64? 

0 

24 

4 



973/2 

0 

1 

10 



546/t 

0 

26 

43 

Ramnagar 


. 98/1 

0 

3 

106 

Bori Sana 


- 747 

0 

7 

25 



771 

0 

16 

63 



695/4 

0 

1 

0 



694 

0 

12 

0 



[No. 

25(29) /65-ONG/OR/Vol. IV.] 


8.0. 997.— Whereas by a notification of the Government of India in the Minis- 
try of Petroleum and Chemicals S.O. No. 321 dated 17th January, 1966, under sub- 
section (i) of Sert'on 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines; 
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And, whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (i) of Section 
6 of the said Act, submitted report to the Government; 

And, whereas, the Central Government has, after considering the said report, 
decided to acquire the right of user in lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to this notification; 

Now, the efore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of 
Section 6 of the said Act, the Centra] Government hereby declares that the right 
of user in the said ’ands specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines and in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that the right 
of user in the said lands, shall instead of vesting in the Central Gove nment, vest 
on the date of publication of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Com- 
mission, free from aU encumbrances. 

Schedule 

State ; Guprat Dr.rdct/— Bro’ch Taluki — Ankleshwar 


Village^ 


Survey Area rc- 

; No, quired in 

guntha 


Adol 

Adol 

Adol 

Adol 

Adol 



2S8 

291 

292(2) 

297 

302 


2 - 8 
7-6 

2- 5 

7-r 

3- 4 


[No. 31 (67) /63-ONG/OR/VOL-2.] 


S.O. 908.— Whereas bv a notification of the Government of India In the Minis- 
try of Petroleum and Chemicals S.O. No. 125 dated 24th December, 1965 under 
sub-section (i) of Section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Centra’ Governmoi.it declared its in- 
tention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule append- 
ed to that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (i) of Section 
6 of the said Act, submitted report to the Government; 

And, whe~t?as, the Central Government has, after considering the said report- 
decided to acquire the right of user in lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of 
Section 0 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right 
pf user in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines and in exercise of the powe s conferred 
by Sub-secbon (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that the right 
of user in the said lands, shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest 
on the date of publication of this dcc'aration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commis- 
sion, free from all encumbrances. 

Schedule 

State ; Gujarat District — A hm-dabtd Taluka : Daacroi 


VillageS 


Survey Acre Guntha 
No. 



Sila) 330 0 9 22 

[No. 25(29) /65-ONG/OR/V.] 
V. P. AGARWAL, Under Secy. 
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

New Delhi, the 23rd. March I960 

S.O. 999.. — In pursuance of the provision of sub-section (4) of Section 22 of 
the Delhi Development Act, 1957, the Delhi Development Authority has replaced 
at the disposal of the Central Government the land described in the schedule 
below for placing it at the disposal of the Land and Deve opulent Officer, Minis- 
try of Woiks and Housing, Government of India, Now Delhi for r'u ther transfer 
to the Indo Burmah Petroleum Company for a Petrol Purnp-atm-Service Station 
on Link Road, near Natiuna.1 Physical Laboratory . 

Schedule 

Piece of land measuring 120' X 100' forming part of Khasra No. 201 situated 
in Southern Ridge Estate. 

The above piece ol land is bounded as follows: — 

NORTH Kh. No. 202 mm. 

SOUTH Boundary of National Physical Laboratory. 

EAST Link Road. 

WEST Bounda.y of National Physical Laboratory - 

fNo. L2 (47)62.] 
It, K. VAISH, Secy. 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT & REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 21 st March I960 

S.O. 1000.-— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) ihe Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay in ihe industrial dispute between the employees in 
relation to Messrs Darabsliaw B. Cursetjee’s Sons, Bombay and their workmen 
which was leceived by the Central Government on 10th March, I960. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 

BOMBAY. 

Reference No. CGIT 48 ob- 1965 

Employers in relation to Messrs. Darabshaw B. Corsetjee’s Sons, Bombay. 

and 


Their Workmen 

(represented by the Transport und Dock Workers’ Union) 


Pmbent: 

Shri Salim. M, Merchant,— Presiding Officer. 

For the employers . — Shri K. M. Jamadar, Labour Adviser. 

For the. workmen.— Shri S. R. Kulkarni, Secretary, Transport and Dock 
Workers Union. 


Dated at Bombay this 14 th day of March, 1966 

Industry: Major Port State: Maharashtra. 

AWARD 

On the joint application of the parties, the Central Government by the Minis- 
try of Labour and Employment’s Order No. 28/62/65-LR IV. dated ^2nd July, 
1965 made in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- Section (2) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (Art 14 of 3047) was pleased to refer the 
industrial dispute between the parties above-named in respect of the subject 
matter specified in the following schedule to the said order, to me for adjudica- 
tion. 
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Schedule 

“Whether as a result ol understanding reached under Clause 3 between. 
Messrs. Darabshaw B. Corsetjee Sons, Bombay, and their representa- 
tives of their foreman staff on 11th October, 11)63, one or two night 
and III shift superintendents should be appointed by the lirm to 
help the foremen in their difficu ties, and who, if any, amongst the 
existing ‘A’ G.ade foremen may be selected and subsequently pro- 
moted.". 

2. After the parties had filed their written statements, at the hearing of this 
dispute on 21st February, I960, the parties stated before me that it was agreed 
between them that Messrs, Darabshaw B. Corsetjee’s Sons shall select from among 
the existing ‘A’ Grade foreman a “Round-Boss". It Is agreed that the selection for 
this post, from among the ‘A’ Grade Foremen, shall be made by the Management, 
and that the person so selected for the post, shall be trained by the management 
to enable him properly to dis-hnrge the duties of the “Round-Boss". Thereafler, at 
the adjourned hearing of this dispute on 14th March, 1966, the parties were agreed 
that the basic pay-scale for the post of “Round-Boss” shall be Rs. 600 — 40 — 900 with 
no claim for any special allowance, but he shall be paid Rs. 80 as dearness pay and 
Rs. 90 as dearness allowance, per month, with such increase therein as is granted 
from time to time to “Round-Bosses.”. It was further agreed that during ihe 
period of training, which shall not exceed one year, the selected ‘A’ Grade fore- 
man shall be paid the minimum of the basic scale of Rs, 600 — 40 — 900 agreed 
upon and dearness pay and dea ness allowance as stated above, without his an- 
nual increment being otherwise affected. It was further agreed that the selection 
for training shall be made on and from 1st May, 1966. and that the selected per- 
sons will continue to get the same benefit by way of Provident Fund. Gratuity, 
Leave Travelling Concession, Leave with Pay, etc., as at present. Shrl Ku kirm 
made it clear that he had accepted the scale of pav of Rs. 600 — 40 — 900 as that is 
the present scale for “Round Bosses,” in some concerns in the Bombay Docks. It 
was further agree ! that the “Round Bo' s” would be treated as an Officer. The 
parties have prayed that an Award be made in terms recorded above, and as this, 
seems to me. In the farts and '’i-cumstan' , c.s of the case, to be a fair and reason- 
able settlement, I make an Award In terms thereof. 

No order as to costs. 

Sd./- Salim M. Merchant, 
Presiding Officer. 

[No. 28(62) /05-LlilV.] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25 th March 1965 

8,0. 1001. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Martin’s Light Railways 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto, 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now the efore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 qf the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispule for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

1 Whether the action of the management of the Martin’s Light Railways, 
Calcutta in removing from service of Shri Ramdas Singh, Chowkidar, 
with effect from the 25th October, 1965, was justified? 

2. If not, to What relief is the workman entitled? 

rNo, 2/3/66/LRIV.] 
R. A. SESHAN, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 21st March 1966 

SO. 1002. — fn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in the matter of an application under section 33A 
of the said Act, from Shri Benudhar Behera, Tractor D iver, Thnkurani Iron 
Mines of Messrs Orissa Minerals Development Company Limited v r hich was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on the 8th March, 1966. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 

DHANBAD. 

In the matter of a Complaint under Section 33A of The Industrial Dispute* 
Act, 1947. 


Complaint No. 7 of 1965 


PAKTXE3: 

Shri Benudhar Behera, Tractor Driver, Thakurani Iron Mines, M/s. Orias*. 
Minerals Development Co,, Ltd. 

Versus 

The Management of M/s. Orissa Minerals Development Co., Ltd., P.O. 
Barbil, Dist., Keonjhar, (Orissa). 


Present: 

Shri Raj Kishcre Prasad, M.A., B.L., — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances; 

For the Workmen Complainant. — Shri J. R. Dash, General Sccreta~y, Barbil 
Workers’ Union and Shri P, K. Kumar and the Complainant in, 
person. 

For the Employers Opposite Party. — Shri M. S. Bala, Head of the an< ^ 

Personnel Deptt., along with Shri S. Dayal, Senior Welfare Officer, 

State: Orissa. Indttstpy: Minerals. 


Dhanbad, dated 4th February, 1906. 

AWARD 

Extracts from the Order Sheet. 

The Comoleinant filed a petition for withdrawing the complaint, Shri M. & 
Bala Head of the Legal and Personnel Department of the Company °Pbf> K1 ™ 
parW Rpoeared for the Company along with Shri S. Dayal. Senior Welfare Officer 
of the Camoany. Shri J. R, Dass and P. K. Kumar, appeared fo- the union re- 
presenting the complainant, who appeared in person. The Company s 
objection to the withdrawal nor the union has. 


Complainant is permitted to withdraw the complaint, 


RAJKisnonE Prasad, 
Presiding Officer. 

[No. 37/35 /65-LR.I.} 


of 1947) 10 thc ^ntra^G^^rmnen^'he/eby^publishes S th^fffilcwing tward of th# 

Orissa Minerals Development Company Limited which was received y 
tral Government on [he 8th March, 1966. 



BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 

DHANBAD 

In the matter of a Complaint under Section 33A of The Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 


Parties: 


Complaint No. 9 op 1965 


Shri .Sahebzan Beg, Tin-Smith, Thakurani Mines, 
Kconjhar (Orissa). 


P.O. Thakurani, Dist., 


AND 

The Management of M/s. Orissa Minerals Development Co., Ltd., P.O Bar- 
bil, Dist,, Kconjhar (Orissa). 

Present; 

Sh’i Raj Kishore Prasad, M.A., B.L .,— Presiding Officer, 

Appearances'. 

For the Workmen Complainant . — Shri J. R. Dash, General Secretary, Bnr- 
bil Workers’ Union (INTUC) and Shri P. K. Kumar and the Com- 
plainant in person. 

For the Employers Opposite Party . — Shri M. S, Ruin, Head of 1 he Legs 1 and 
Personnel Department along with Shri S Dayal, Senior Welfare 
Officer. 

State: Orissa: Industry: Minerals. 


Dhanbad, dated 4th February , 1966 
AWARD 

Extract from the Order Sheet 

The complainant filed a petition for withdrawing the complaint. Shri M, S. 
'Bala, Head of tho Legal and Personnel Department of the Company Opposite 
Party, appeared fo- the Company a’ong with Shri S. Daval, Senior Welfare Officer 
of the Company. Shri J. R. Dash, General Secretary, Barbil Workers’ Union and 
Shri P. K. Kumar, appeared for the Union representing the complainant, who 
appeared in person. The Company has no objection to the withdrawal nor the 
union has. 

Complainant is permitted to withdraw the complaint. 

Rajxishore Prasad. 

Presiding Officer. 

fNo. 37/39 /65-LRI.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 21 st March 1960 

S.O. 1004. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in rffintion to the Kendra Colliery Post Office 
Pandavoswar, District Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the matters 
•pecifled in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. l p 47 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said disnute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the suspension of Sarvashri Sahadeo, Chamar, Ramadhar Chamar 
and Munilal Chamar, Underground Loaders from the 21st January, 
1985 to 8th February, 1965, bv the management of Kendra CoRiery is 
justified? If not. to what relief are these workmen entitled? 

[No. 6/66/65-LRII.] 
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S.O. 1005. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Central Angarpathra 
Colliery of the Central Angarpathra Colliery Compa -y, Post Office Sijua. District 
Dhanbud, and their workmen in resboeL of the matter specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of tile powers conferred bv clause I'd) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Lichrj trial Dj scutes Act. If! 17 (14 of 1917), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule, 

Whether the action of the management of the Central Angarpathra Colliery 
of the Central Angarpathra Colliery Company, in not allowing Shri 
Fagu Chamar, Mining Sirdar, to work with effect from the 2nd 
December, 1„65, was justified? If not. to what relief is the workman 
entitled? 

(No. 2/40/66-LRII.] 

S.O. 1006. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers m rvlpFon to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany, Limited, Kothagudium (Andhra Pradesh) and their workmen in respect of 
the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer tlic said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-s-ction (11 of section 10 of the Industrial Disnutes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Gove-nm.-ut hereby' constitutes an Industrial Tribunal, with 
Sri Mohammad Napnuddini as the Presiding Officer, with Headquarters at 
Hyderabad, and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

Whether the demand of the Union for payment of wages at the rate of 1J 
times of the normal wages to the clerks of the pny roll section of 
Head Office, Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudium, for 
work on play days at the pits, is justified? If so, from what date? 

[No. 7/6/60-LRIL] 

S.O. 1007. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Jealgora Colliery of Messrs 
East Indian Coal Company, Post Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad, and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under ssetion 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the dismissal of Shri Hulas Pandey, Underground Trammer, with 
effect from the 26th May, 1985 and of Shri Sajivan, M.C. Loader, with 
effect from the 18th June. 1985. by the management of the Jealgora 
Colliery of Messrs East Indian Coal Company were justified If not, 
to what relief are the workmen entitled? 

[No. 2/28/66-LRII.] 


New Delhi, the 22 nd March 1966 

8 . 0 . 1008. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an indus trial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Lodna Colliery of Messrs 
Lodna Colliery Company (1920) Limited, Post Office Jharia District Dhanbad, and 
their workmen In respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed! 
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And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act, 

Schedule 

Whether the dismissal of Shri Diba Mahato, Sand Loader-cum-Mazdoor by 
the management of the Lodna Colliery of Messrs Lodna Colliery Com- 
pany (1920) Limited with effect from the 20th October, K65 was 
justified? If not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 

[No. 2/38/68-LRII.] 

8.0. 1009. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
■dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Pure Kustore Colliery of 
Messrs Pure Kustore Collieries Company Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District 
Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
jection (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 19 47), th« 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the stoppage of work of the following wagon loaders by th« 
management of the Pure Kustore Colliery of Messrs Pure Kustore 
Collieries Company Limited with effect from the 4th May, 1904, wa» 
justified? If not, to what relief are these workmen entitled? 

(1) Shri Basudeo Bhar, 

(2) Shri Rajdeo Bhar, 

<3) Shri Molal Koiri, 

(4) Shri Bilash Kahar, 

i5) Shri Chandra Kahar, 

<0) Shri Sunai Kahar, 

(7) Shri Prem Bhar, 

(8) Shri Niehru Bhar, 

(9) Shri Slbkalu Bhar, 

(10) Shri Pujan Yadav, and 

(11) Shri Sidhesar Bhar. 

[No. 2/34/00-LRIL] 

5.0. 1010. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
■dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Saltore Colliery of Messrs 
Bird and Company Limited, Post Office Sijua, District Dhanbad and their work- 
men In respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
jection (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 194 7), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the termination of services of Sarvashri Bideshi Dusad and Huro 
Dusad and Sarvasrimati Radhia Pusadhln and Shiba Kaharin, Wagon 
Loaders by the management of Saltore Colliery is justified? If not, 
to what relief are they entitled? 


[No. 6/25/66-LRIL1 
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5.0, 1011. — Whereas the Central Gove,nment is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to Tirodi Manganese Mines of 
Messrs C. P. Sjmdicate (Private) Limited, Nagpur and their workmen in respect 
of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (c) of sub- 
jection (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Labour 
Court, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7 of the said Act. 

Schedule 

1. Whether the employe-; jn relation to the Tirodi Manganese Mine In the 

district of Balaghat, Madhya Pradesh of Messrs CP. Syndicate 
(Private) Limited, Nagpur are justified in dismissing Shri Abdul 
Gaffar, Peon and Cash Carrier with effect from the 1st May, 1963? 

2, If not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 

[No. 35/G/66-LRL] 

New Delhi , the 24 th March 1960 

8.0. 1012.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the emp oyers in relation to the Noagown Tron Mine of 
Messrs K. C. Thapper and Brothers (Private) Limited, P.O. Barbil, District 
Keonjhar, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under Section 7A of the said Act 

Schedule 

1, Whether the termination of services with effect from the 17th May 1963 

of Shri Bholanath Sahav, Supervisor, by the employers in relation to 
Noagown Ton Mine of Messrs K. C. Thapper and Brothers (Private) 
Limited during his probationary period was justified? 

2. If not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 

[No. 24/37 /66/LRL] 
H. C. MANGHANI, Under Secy. 


( Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 22nd March 1966 

S.O. 1013. — In pursuance of paragraph 23 of the Coal Mines Provident Fund 
Scheme published with the notification of the Government of India In the late. 
Ministry of Labour No. PF. 15(51/48, dated the 11th December 1948 the Cent al 
Government hereby appoints Shri P. D. Gaiha as the Coal . p 

Commissione-, Dhanbad, with effect from the 24th March, 1966, vice S n 
Chandra, granted leave. 

fNo. 6(123)/66-PF-I.l 


New Delhi , the 23 rd March 1968 

S.O. 1014. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
■of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints S/Shrl B. Lvall and Banarsi Das to he Inspectors for the 
whole of the State of Punjab and the Union ter itorv of Himachal Pradesh for 
the purposes of the snid Act or of any Scheme framed thereunder, m relation to 
any establishment belonging to. or under the control of the CenTal Govern- 
ment, or in relation to any establishment connected with a railway company, a 
mine or an oiTfleld or a controlled Industry. 

[No. 20(64)/ 64-PF-I. ] 
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S.O. 1015.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act. 1352 (19 of 1952), file Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri K. N, Shukla to be an Insp?rtor for the whole of the 
State oC Uttar Pradesh for the purposes of the said Act or of any Scheme framed 
thereunder, in relation to any establishment belongin'; to. or under the control of 
the Central Government, or in relation to any c -tablishment connected with, a 
railway company or a cont- oiled industry. 

[No. 20 (09) /64-PF-I, ] 


S.O. l!)lfi.— Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scctlon (1) of section 
13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (If) of 1952), the Cemvii Gov- 
ernment hereby appoints Shri K. Vasudevan to be an Inspector for the whole of 
the State of Kerala for the purposes of the said ,Vt or of nnv Scheme framed 
thereunder, in relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the control 
of, the Centra' Government or in relation to any establishment connected with a 
railway company, a mine or an oilfield, or a controlled industry. 

[No. 2O(70)/61-PF-I.] 
DAL JIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


[Office of the Chief LVnar Commissioner (Central) 1 


ORDERS 


New Delhi, the 2Ath M,:reh I960 

S.O. 1017. — Whereas an anrdic-itien has been made by the State Bank of India, 
Central Office Post Box No. 12 Bombay car yiiig oil opcirron ran'-erp-iofT a bank- 
ing Company, for extension of the period specified in clause (b) of sec lion .19 of 
the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 (No. 21 of 1905), for Ihe payment of bonus to 
the employees of the said establishment, for the accounting year ended on the 
3lst December, 1204; 

And whereas Chief Labour Commissioner is satisfied that there are sufficient 
reasons so to do; 

Now, therefore, in exercise oi the powers conferred by the proviso to clause 
(b) of section 19 of the said Act, read with the notification of the Government oi 
India in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No, WB-20(42)/65 dated the 
28th August, 1965 I, Teja Singh Sahni, Chief Labour Commissioner hereby extend 
the period within which the said bonus shall be paid by the establishment to 12 
(twelve) months from the close of the accounting year ended on the 31st Decem- 
ber, 1964. 

[No. BO-25 (3) /4/G5.] 


S.O. 1018. — Whereas an application has been made by the Salem Bank Ltd., 
Post. Box No. 163 Salem-1, carrying on operation concerning a hanking Company 
for extension of the period specified in cause (b) of section 19 of t.he Payment of 
Bonus Act, 1965 (No. 21 of 1965), for the payment of bonus to the cmpffiyces of 
the said establishment, for the accounting year ended on the 31st December, 1964; 

And whereas Chief Labour Commissioner is satisfied that there are sufficient 
reasons so to do; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powe' s conferred by the proviso to clause 
(b) of section 19 of the said Act, read with the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministrv of Labour and Employment No. WB-20(42)/65 dated the 
18th August, 1905, I, Teja Singh Sahni. Chief Labour Commissioner hereby ex- 
tend the period within which the said bonus shall be paid bv the establishment 
by 29th December, 1965, for the accounting year ended on the 31st December, 
1904. 

[No. BO-25(3)/4/«5.] 
TEJA SINGH SAHNI, 
Chief Labour Commissioner (Central). 
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(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the 21 st March 1906 

S.O. 1019. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (1) of Section 
(6) of the Administration of the Evacuee Property Act, 1950, (XXXI of 1950), 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri U. S. Gill, Managing Officer, in the 
office of Regional Settlement Commissioner, Jullundur, as Assistant Custodian 
for the State of Punjab for the purpose of dischaiging the duties assigned to the 
Custodian of Evacuee Property by or under the said Act with immediate effect. 

[No. P. 7(42)ARG/0O.] 

S.O. 1020. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (i) of Section 
0 of the Administration of Evacuee Property Act, 1950 (XXXI of 1950), the 
Central Government hereby appoints for the State of Madhya Pradesh, Shri J, N. 
Vail, SetPement Officer in the office of the Regional Settlement Commissioner, 
Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh Regions as Deputy Custodian for Madhya Pradesh 
Region for the purpose of discharging the duties imposed on Custodian by or 
under the said Act with immediate effect. 

(No. 6(14)/ARG/02.] 

A. G. VASWANI, 
Settlement Commissioner (A) & 

Ex-Officio Under Secy. 


PRINTED IN INDIA BY THE GENERAL MANAGER, GOVERNMENT or INDIA PRESS, 
NEW DELHI AND PUBLISHED BY THE MANAGER OF PUBLICATIONS, DELHI, 1966 




